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The Test of English as a Foreign Language (TOEFL) was developed in 1963 by 
a National Council on the Testing of English as a Foreign Language, which 
was formed through the cooperative effort of over thirty organizations, public 
and private, that were concerned with testing the English proficiency of non- 
native speakers of the language applying for admission to institutions in the 
United States, In 1965, Educational Testing Service (ETS) and the College 
Board assumed joint responsibility for the program and in 1973 a cooperative 
arrangement for the operation of the program was entered into by ETS, the 
College Board, and the Graduate Record Examinations (GRE) Board, The 
membership of the College Board is composed of schools, colleges, school 
systems, and educational associations; GRE Board members are associated 
with graduate education. 

ITS administers the TOEFL program under the general direction of a Policy 
Council that was established by, and is affiliated with, the sponsoring organi- 
zations. Members of the Policy Council represent the College Board and the 
GRE Board and such institutions and agencies as graduate schools of 
business, Junior and community colleges, nonprofit educational exchange 
agencies, and agencies of the United States government, 



A continuing program of research related to TOEFL is carried out under the 
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distinguished English-as-a-second-language specialists from the academic 
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approval by the Research Committee, Ail TOEFL research projects must 
undergo appropriate ETS review to ascertain that the confidentiality of data 
will be protected. 
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INTRODUCTION AND OVERVIEW OF MAJOR FINDINGS 



The major purpose of the Test of English as a Foreign Language 
(TOEFL) is to assess the English proficiency of individuals whose native 
language is not English, TOEFL is administered under four separate 
testing programs t the International , Special Center, Institutional, 
and Overseas Institutional testing programs* The Institutional and 
Overseas Institutional programs involve internal administration of TOEFL 
by institutions to their enrolled students; scores are used primarily for 
placement in English courses or for determining whether remedial work in 
ESL is needed. 

International and Special Center administrations * which are offered 
in over 850 testing centers located in more than 135 countries and areas, 
provide for testing under controlled^ secure conditions. These programs 
are used primarily to provide an objective measure of English proficiency 
for inte national students whose native language is not English who plan 
to enter colleges or universities located in the United States or Canada** 
During the two=year period from September 1978 through August 1980, for 
example, almost 416^000 examinees (some 88 percent of total TOEFL volume 
for the period) reported plans to study for a postsecondary degree* 

This report presents findings of a study s using data from TOEFL 
program files, of the characteristics and the TOEFL performance of foreign 
nationals from more than 100 countries who took TOEFL from September 1977 
through August 1979 and reported that they were doing so to implement 
plans to study in the United States or Canada* As part of the process of 
taking TOEFL, candidates supply information regarding their reasons for 
taking TOEFL and their native countries* This information provides a 
basis for classifying TOEFL candidates by country of origin and identi- 
fying those who are prospective postsecondary students. Other data in 
TOEFL program files permit a more detailed description of the personal and 
academic characteristics of these prospective students in various country 
contingents and insight Into their behavior as TOEFL candidates—i-e * , 
individuals who need to demonstrate their proficiency in English as part 
of the process of applying for admission to undergraduate or graduate 
degree programs in the U.S.A. or Canada* 



*The TOEFL programs involved also serve individuals who need to demon— 
strate their English proficiency for other reasons , including those 
related to professional licensure, or employment* Other reasons for 
taking TOEFL, which candidates are asked to specify, are "to enter 
a school other than a college , or university," "to become licensed 
to practice my profession in the USA or Canada p " "to demonstrate my 
proficiency in English to the company for which I work or expect to 
work," or "other than above." 
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Candidate Data from Program Files 



In addition to information about native country and reasons for 
taking TOEFL , TOEFL candidates are asked to indicate their sex, date of 
birth, native language, and whether they have taken TOEFL previously* 
Candidates who wish to have official copies of their TOEFL scores sent to 
pos tsecondary institutions, agencies (e.g., Agency for international 
Development, Institute of International Education), and/or embassies, 
may designate up to three such score report recipients** If applying for 
graduate study, they are also instructed to indicate a department (field) 
of intended study* The location of the test center in which a candidate 
took TOEFL can also be determined from TOEFL files, providing a basis for 
classifying candidates according to country of residence when the test was 
taken. And, of course, scores on TOEFL are available. 

Thus, data are available in TOEFL program files on a number of 
personal and academic characteristics of TOEFL candidates as well as on 
variables descriptive of their behavior as test candidates and as pros- 
pective applicants for admi don to U*S» or Canadian higher education 
institutions, as follows i 

Sex 

Age at time of most recent testing 
Native language 

Country of residence at time of most recent testing 
Level of intended degree program and, for graduate=level 

aspirants, intended department (field) of study 
Previous TOEFL testing 

Pattern score reporting (designating or not 

designating institutions/agencies as score report 
recipients) 

Scores on TOEFL (section and total scores) 



About This Report 

This report details analyses involving the variables outlined above 
for TOEFL candidates in the International and Special Center programs who 
tested during the period from September 1977 through August 1979 and who, 
according to their designated reasons for taking TOEFL, were classifiable 
as prospective applicants for admission to undergraduate or graduate 
degree programs in the United States or Canada, Emphasis is on native 



*In the period covered by this report, candidates could designate up to 
four official score report recipients* 
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country as the unit of analysis and on the comparative assessment of data 
on candidate characteristics and TOEFL performance by country of origin.* 

Section I provides data delineating the population of pes tsecondary- 
degree-planning candidates, by native country and TOEFL region; Section 
2 examines differences among native country contingents with respect 
to degree level, age, sex, and all other basic TOEFL variables, except 
TOEFL scores; Section 3 considers variation on mean TOEFL score profiles 
for degree-planning candidates, by level of planned degree program, 
by country; Section 4 examines variation in TOEFL means in relation to 
sex, location of test center, previous experience with TOEFL, and score 
reporting patterns; Section 5 presents data on the distribution of 
graduate-degree planners according to intended department (field) of 
study, and corresponding TOEFL score statistics; Section, 6 presents data 
on patterns of native languages by native country with emphasis on 
identifying the m&jcr language groups for each native country; Section 7 
provides summary data on differences among native country groups with 
respect to basic TOEFL variables and examines the extent of covariation 
across native country contingents between indices descriptive of TOEFL 
candidate contingents (e.g., sex distribution, mean TOEFL scores) and 
indices of the standing of countries on indices of relative status as 
''developed" vs "developing" (e*g*, literacy rates, higher education 
enrollment rates at the beginning of the 1970s), 

Some Limiting Considerations 

In evaluating the findings for native country contingents, it is 
important to keep in mind that samples of degree-planning TOEFL candidates 
are not selected in the same way in different countries and that they 
are not necessarily a representative cross-section of the indigenous 
pos tsecondary student populations of their respective native countries 
with respect to variables such as age, sex, distribution according to 
degree level, capacity to develop English language proficiency, or other 
variables. As the TOEFL Test and Score Manual (1981) indicates, in some 
countries virtually any individual who aspires to study in the United 
States (or elsewhere) may take TOEFL in pursuit of that aspiration, 
whereas in others government regulations may permit only selected individ- 
uals at certain educational levels in specialized fields of study to do 
so, depending upon perceived national interest. 

It is also useful to recognize that classification by reported 
"native country" does not take into account the consequences of migration; 



*In a companion report, data on the same population of candidates are 
presented with emphasis on detailed assessment of candidate characterise 
tics within each of 138 native country contingents (Wilson, 1982), 
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native country is not necessarily synonymous with country of citizen^ 
ship at- rime of testing, for example, nor can it be assumed that all 
individuals designating a given native country were reared and educated in 
that country. Information required to assess these variables in the TOEFL 
candidate population is not available in the TOEFL testing files. 

Given these considerations, the reader should keep in mind that the 
information reported herein is descriptive only of individuals selected 
into TOEFL candidacy from the respective native countries who indicated 
specific reasons for taking TOEFL * To the extent that the complex pattern 
of factors that operates to influence the selection of individuals into 
TOEFL candidacy remains reasonably stable over time, observed differences 
among country contingents with respect to candidate characteristics 
(such as average TOEFL scores, sex mix, undergraduate-graduate mix) 
may be thought of as indicating real differences in the populations of 
individuals from these countries who take TOEFL as part of the process of 
applying for admission to postsecondary institutions in the Unite- 1 States 
or Canada. 



Overview of Major Findings 

During the period from September 1977 through August 1979, some 
283,000 individuals took TOEFL one or more times in the International and 
Special Center testing programs and designated "native countries," Of 
this number, 235,738 indicated entering a college or university as an 
undergraduate or a graduate student as a reason for taking TOEFL, and 
indicated further that they planned to study for a degree in the United 
States or Canada, The population of "prospective postsecondary degree 
seekers" (thus defined) represented about 83 percent of all test takers 
during the period who designated native countries; the remaining 17 
percent gave other reasons for taking TOEFL, failed to indicate a reason, 
or did not report plans to seek a degree in the United States or Canada* 

o 163 countries were named as native countries by at least two 
degree planners; 25 were named by fewer than 10, and 25 by l s 900 
or more, The 25 leading country contingents accounted for 84 
percent of all degree planners, 

o Five countries accounted for almost 54 percent of of all degree 
planners; Asian and Mideastern countries accounted for 50 percent 
and 23 percent, respectively, 

o The percentage of test takers who planned postsecondary study in 
the U*5,A or Canada as reasons for taking TOEFL varied consider- 
ably across country contingents—f rem 27 to 97 percent* 
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o Of the 25 leading countries of origin of degree planners, 23 were 
among the leading 30 countries of origin of foreign students 
enrolled in U.S. colleges during 1978^79* 



Academic, Demographic, and Testing-Related Characteristics of Degree- 
Planning Examinees ^ 

o About half (50*7 nercent) of all degree planners were prospective 
undergraduate students and about half (49*3 percent) were prospec- 
tive graduate students. The undergraduate/graduate division 
ranged, in percent, from 89/11 to 15/85 across the 25 leading 
country contingents, 

o Almost one-third (32 percent) reported that they had taken TOEFL 
previously* i*e., were repeaters! repeater percentages ranged from 
4 to 55* 

o More than seven in 10 (72 percent) were male; the male/female 
division ranged in percent from 94/6 to 53/47, 

o Almost three in 10 (29 percent) were tested in the United States 
or Canada (in a domestic center); the percent tested domestically 
ranged from 6 to 66, 

o The typical undergraduate planner was over 20 years of age (median 
^ 20.6, mean = 21 -4) , and the typical graduate planner was over 25 
years of age (median - 25,1, mean = 26.3) at time of most recent 
testing. Across countries, the mean age of undergraduate planners 
ranged from 19.6 to 23,8, and for graduate planners the range was 
from 23.3 to 32,6 years, 

o Fully 50 percent of degree planners failed to designate any 
receiving institutions for score reports which, accordingly, were 
sent only to the examinees involved; nonreporting ranged from 25 
to 70 percent, Only 43 percent of degree planners designated 
U.S. higher education institutions to receive their score reports. 



Performance on TOEFL in Relation to Academic, Demographic, and Testing- 
Related Variables 

o Graduate planners had higher TOEFL total means than undergraduate 
planners (511 and 499, respectively )— true for 18 of the 25 
leading contingents* For the seven contingents with higher 



*Unless otherwise indicated, the range of values reported is for the 25 
leading countries. 
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unde rgr aduat e than graduate means on TOEFL total, differences 
were accounted for primarily fay undergraduate superiority on 
Listening Comprehension* More generally, in 19 of the 25 largest 
contingents. Listening means for undergraduate planners were 
higher than those for graduate planners* 

However, in only one ins tance were undergraduates superior 
on Reading Compi ehensioni Reading Comprehension items are more 
like those of standardized tests of verbal ability in English 
than those in the Listening section- Why undergraduate (typically 
younger) degree planners should tend to outperform graduate 
planners on Listening Comprehension is not immediately evident. 

o Women tended to do better than men on TOEFL total (means of 
513 and 502, respectively); this was for 21 of the 25 leading 
contingents* Women make up a minority of all candidates and this 
result may be due to selective factors* 

o For 18 of the 25 leading contingents, candidates tested in foreign 
centers did better on TOEFL total than those tested domestically* 
Such a pattern cannot be rationalized easily- Selective factors 
may be involved"© * g . , in the seven contingents with higher scores 
for domestic- than for foreign- tested examinees, the proportion of 
domestic—tested examinees was lower than average. 

o Repeaters tended to have lower TOEFL total scores* ac time of 
most recent testing, than degree planners generally (mean of 496 
as compared to 505 for all degree planners, including repeaters); 
this was true for 15 of the 25 leading countries* Contingents 
with higher repeater than all-candidate means were characterized 
by lower than average performance on TOEFL total and a higher 
incidence of repeated testing* 

o Prospective pes ^secondary enrollees who did not name receiving 
institutions (nonreporting candidates) earned substantially lower 
TOEFL total scores than their reporting counterparts; this was 
true for all 25 leading contingents * The mean TOEFL total score 
for nonreporting candidates (486) was more than 0.5 standard 
deviation units below the means for candidates who designated U*5, 
higher education institutions (43 percent did so). 

o Sixty percent of all prospective graduate students o 3 d not 
designate a specific intended field (department) of study; among 
25 leading country contingents, percentages not naming specific 
fields ranged from 33 to 78. 

Amoti^ the 40 percent who named specific fields, 38 percent 
named a physical science field, 20 percent named "business 
school," and 20 percent named social sciences; 12 percent intended 
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to study in bioscience fields , B percent in humanities, and 
less than 1 percent in law.. 



Mean TOEFL total scores for graduate planners who named 
specific fields were substantially higher than for those who did 
not do sOj this was true for all 25 leading contingents * 

o Most of the leading native country contingents were quite homo- 
geneous linguistically in the sense that most degree planners in 
the specific contingents reported a common native language* In 
16 of 25 contingents j from 96 to 99 percent of the examinees 
reported a common native language * and in five additional contin^ 
gents from 73 to 87 percent reported a common language. Four 
of the leading contingents were linguistically f ractionated*™ 
Malaysia, Nigeria, Ghana T and India. Differences among country 
contingents in mean TOEFL scores were only weakly associated with 
differences in degree of linguistic homogeneity* 

Variability in TOEFL Scores Across Countries: Some Correlates 

Among 129 country contingents, the following trends were identified 
by correlational procedures: 

o Incidence of institutional score reporting was positively asso* 
elated with TOEFL total (r = *52 between percent reporting to U.S. 
institution only and TOEFL to fe al)* 

o Nonreporting (percent) was inversely related to TOEFL total 
(r - -.55). 

o Incidence of repeated testing (percent repeaters) was inversely 
associated with TOEFL total (r = ^*64)* 

o Country contingents with higher percentages of women tended to 
have higher TOEFL total (r * -40) . 

o Contingents with higher percentages of foreign-center examinees 
tended to have higher TOEFL total (r * ,26)* 

o Contingents from "developed" countries tended to have lower 
percentages of examinees taking TOEFL to facilitate plans for 
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po s £ s e conda ry education than did contingents from "developing" 
countries * * 

o Compared to contingents from developing countries 5 contingents 
from developed countries tended to have higher representation of 
women 5 tended to be younger on the average, and tended to have 
higher TOEFL scores, especially on Listening Comprehension* 



Some Conclusions 



In the analyses reported herein, all of the TOEFL examinees involved 
were classifiable as self — repot ted prospective enroilees in U.S. or 
Canadian colleges or universities* Based on the evidence reviewed 
several conclusions are warranted. 



o Many TOEFL examinees (perhaps a majority) during any given testing 
year should not be thought of as prospective applicants for 
admission in the following academic year. 

o Examinees who designate colleges and universities to receive their 
most recent TOEFL scores are closer than their nondesignating 
counterparts to the application-f or-admission stage of the flow 
of candidates from first-time TOEFL testing through application 
and ultimate enrollment (if accepted) in a U*S» or Canadian 
postsecondary institution. 

o Nonre porting candidates are interested primarily in assessing 
their level of English proficiency before proceeding with a formal 
application for admission; such application is likely to be 
contingent upon reaching some personally or externally imposed 
criterion or threshold score level on TOEFL* 

o TOEFL norms based on examinees who designate institutional score 
recipients (who have substantially higher scores than their 
nonreporting counterparts) are likely to provide a more realistic 
frame of reference for TOEFL users associated with admissions or 
ESL instruction at both undergraduate and graduate levels than 



^"Developing" vs "developed" status is defined in terms of the relative 
standing of countries on indicators such as school enrollment and 
literacy rates , indices of scientific capacity, etc*, which were corre- 
lated with TOEFL score means (see Section 7). Countries with higher 
standing on these indicators (circa 1965-70) are thought of as more 
highly developed countries s whereas those with lower standing during this 
period are thought of as "developing countries." 
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norms that Include scores of nonreporting examinees and that 
include all score records .or repeater candidates, not just the 
most recent scores* 

These conclusions are consistent with findings reported elsewhere 
(Wilson, 1982a) regarding the degree of overlap between the population 
of candidates taking TOEFL and the foreign candidate populations taking 
the Graduate Record Examinations (GEE) Aptitude Test or the Graduate 
Management Admission Test ( GMAT ) during the 1977-79 study period* 

Further research is needed to answer questions regarding (a) the 
basic patterning and timing of the candidate flow process from initial 
TOEFL candidacy to formal application and enrollment in a U,S* or Canadian 
higher education institution, Cb) the extent of plans realization among 
TOEFL candidates who aspire to study in rhe United States or Canada, and 
(c) and the degree of overlap between the population of degree^planning 
TOEFL candidates and the population of foreign students enrolled in U»£* 
or Canadian higher education institutions, 
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SECTION 1. THE F 0 S T SE CONDARY-DEGRE E-P LANN I NG TOEFL CANDIDATE POPULATION 



From September i977 through August 1979, approximately 283,000 
Individuals took the Test of English as a Foreign Language (TOEFL) one 
)t more times in an International or Special Center test administration, 
ind designated a "native country" code, selected from a list of more than 
l70 codes provided in the TOEFL Handbook for Applicants (see Exhibit 1A) ** 
)f these test takers, 235,738 designated as reasons for taking TOEFL, 
'to enter a college or university as an undergraduate student," or "to 
inter. , *as a graduate student, " and planned to study for their degree in 
:he United States or Canada* The population of prospective pos tsecondary 
iegree seekers (N - 235,738), thus defined, represented some 83 percent of 
ill examinees during the period who designated native countries; the 
remaining 17 percent gave other reasons for taking TOEFL, failed to 
Indicate a reason, or did not indicate plans to seek a degree in the 
Jnited States or Canada**^ 

The distribution of this population of pos tsecondary degree^planning 
COEFL candidates according to native country is shown in Table 1.1* 
Cable 1*1 lists a total of 163 countries designated by two or more 
iegree^planning TOEFL candidates, within each of six regions as defined 
jy the TOEFL office; the number of degree planners for each region and 
:ountry of origin is shown, as is the percentage for each region* 



o 



Of the 233,738 degree planners, 50 percent reported Asian and 
almost 23 percent Middle Eastern countries of origin; African, 
American, and European countries accounted, respectively, for 
approximately 10, 9, and 7 percent of the total, with the 



*As shown in Exhibit IA, TOEFL candidates are instructed to "look for the 
name of your country or region [in the list provided]," and to enter the 
corresponding native country code on TOEFL forms; "native country" is 
not defined in the instructions, It is recognized that classif ication 
by native country does not take into account the consequences of migra- 
tion. It is not assumed that all candidates designating a given "native 
country" remained resident in that country, were educated in that 
country, were citizens of that country at time of testing, etc. 

^Other reasons for taking TOEFL (listed on the answer sheet) are: "to 
enter a school other than a college or university," "to become licensed 
to practice my profession in the U*S*A, or Canada," "to demonstrate my 
proficiency in English to the company for which I work or expect to 
work," or iner than above," 
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Exhibit 1A 



Alphabetical Listing of Native Countries and Codes, 
and Instructions to TOEFL Candidates x From the 
TOEFL Handbook for Applicants, 197 9^80 



a Nativ* Couhirv C&dr LeeN for the name of your country or region in Lilt C be!o# 
Then, yntl^r 'Native Country Cede" on your registration confirmation ticK«t. copy the 
number that is printed ne*1 to your country or region. If your country has recently 
changed its name, look for it under its former name. If your country is not listed at ah, 
write 000 in the bo*e§ in area 8, 



LIST C: Region and Notivs Country Codes 



30i Aigru^.iljn 


131 


fqual9*bii Gytnea 


15b 




671 


Romania 




134 




1M 


LiSgr^ 


191 


fi*insa 




63i 




161 




6?6 


• .,. v Ujnno 






Gsfrryny 


651 




1 3? 


Sas lofi* and Pnncip* 


602 Andorra 


510 


f.j. 


6b? 


L^ifcifiSOyig 


345 


jjijfli Araby 




6?S 


hnyne 


34*3 




IS* 




SOi A.-gffifi.-u 


6?S 


Ff ante 


164 


Magjg^car 


195 




5Q4 Ayflrjiy 


£il 




663 


Madeira 


19? 


S*ff a L^ne 




534 


Frencfi Pf>»neiJ 


16? 




3ii 






137 


Gabon 


34 1 


May t^ta 


632 


Sefe^n isynsi 


70' Ba^J^sis 


i*Q 








701 


5om4i«a 


3O4 Biffim 


63? 




170 


Mali 


?04 


SOyfR AifiCj tH93!ib*iC o'i 


307 BungUJdein 


143 


GhinJ 


655 


Malta 


6ao 


Spam 


704 6*r5j304 


6?? 


Great &fiyri 


51t 


Mafyfu islands 


394 


S/i Lanka 


60^ Senium 


634 


Gregee 


7*? 


Manm^uc 


207 


Syrian 


706 flfti/B 


637 


Gfetnynd 


Sif 


Mannas island! 


754 


Suhnam 


1 25 Benin 


729 


Grenada 


173 




210 


Ssaztynd 


F10 Bermuda 


730 




365 




683 


S*to«n 


310 BfiuUn 


S13 


Guim 


743 


M<iCD 


666 


S*Hferynd 


|04 


731 


Guaii/ruij 


617 


Monaco 


396 5?m 


1 04 Bsi5*ana 


146 


Guinea 


367 


Mongolia 


319 


lanwan 


107 BfaJrJ 


147 


Gum&i BfSiJy 


176 


MOrOCCO 


213 


Uniana 


3U BJur* 


§19 




179 


Ms#ambigy* 


401 


Tnaiyng 




734 


Hiifr 


6?? 


Nauru 


216 logs 




737 


Honduras 


370 




635 Tonga 


107 Byfun& 


m 


Hong Rsng 


i^a 


Netn*ftanas 


751 


Tfinrdaa and ^gs 


t io Cirn*foen 


640 


Hungary 


746 


Nsin§«yn3i AniiUei 


2i9 




731 Canada 


643 




5?3 




404 


Turkey 


HI Cape Vardt l*iand* 




InSy 


528 


Hew ZtaUfid 


22? 


uganca 


5G7 CjjQhni isunds 


328 


ingenew 


"49 Ncaragya 


688 Union of Soviet SoSybfl Hap 




33< 


Iran 


11? 




406 


Uftiiffl Arab Erfwaiii 


116 Ctniral AfifAfl Republic 


3=34 


M*q 


186 N^srv 


760 UfiJisa Suits m AnvrtCj 


i 19 crud 


6*6 




661 


Norwiy 


225 upptf Veaa 


|io Cfc*e 


337 


ISfMl 


373 




s?e 


UrygyJF 


113 Coemea 


649 


iUry 


376 


pjkisyn 


689 


Vajitifl 


121 CsrfWos 


149 


isofj Coast 




Fanama 


831 


VineiuM 


122 Congo 


740 


Jamaica 


625 Pipyi Nf* Gyraa 


407 


Vatnam 


719 C«U BO 


345 




8?? Piuygjy 


7SI 


Virgm uunos 


722 Cuba 


343 


Jordan 


467 People's Re pybbc ol 


53? 


Weiiifn Saf^ 


§13 Cfpryl 


3*6 


KjmpyCftea 






764 


w*st ina*5 




IS? 


Kenya 


125 


P*fy 




Assocaf»o SiJitl 


$if Denmaft 


S14 


Kiribati 


379 


f%ijipp^fi 


410 


Vfffitfi 


126 Djibouti 


349 


Korea 


664 






Vugosuyy 


72^ Do/run can Rspubte 


352 




667 Poflugai 


??8 


Zaire 


316 Ecuador 


355 


Lam 


753 


Pu*no Rca 


231 


2arnby 


121 Egypt 


356 


Lebanon 


382 




isa 




721 Ei SJNjA* 
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TABLE LI 

NUMBER OP DEGREE PLANNING TOEFL CANDIDATES s BY NATIVE COUNTRY AND TOEFL REGION - 

# 

I NTE RH AT I ON AL AND SPECIAL TESTING PROGRAMS, 1977 -7S and 1978-7 9 



A/ilEA^TQTAL I HStli 



ALGESIA ! 


43? ! 


1 


I* I 


P'mJM t 


15 i 


iDTSWiHA . f 




BuwyVSI 4 


a i- 






Ci-il SOOM t 


I J* I 


t^*a 1 


11 i 




A i 




%%1 


1 S?PT 1 


1*74 i 


|Q. GUIKTA { 


% i 




474 1 


CiBGH % 


I f 




1 


tHUli I 




GUINEA 1 


■ i 


tUlMCA-B, 1 


r * 


IvQ^T COAST ( 


l*i I 


H*»A ( 


4J 5 i 


Lf%3iHa i 


4jl 


LlsESZA f 


f*» i 


LIB f A 1 


1*1 1 1 




1 71 


FULAHJ f 


*» 3 


SALI < 


*2 P 


P!AiJ3IT*HlA 1 


* i 


RaegeeO ! 


1*1 » 


Nrf'f^iajl ! 


11 I 


tff^^ff ! 


I *! 


NiGE ■ I A \ 




SmP3e?IA f 


43*1 


Swi^SA I 


A f 


5= ATBIC4 t 


1*6 i 


iiMi&4t i 


If t 


nri?eA t, i 


IH! 


SOHiLlA I 


1** f 


fUQAH I 


*7Q i 


5M*f I L**^3 i 


Hi 


TiwJaNIA I 


Ml i 


IMS t 


It i 


TUNISIA ( 


• i ! 


uSAwg a i 


147 f 


UP, VCLTA f 


fii 


IAIB{ | 


142 > 


ZxnSJA I 


Itli 



(10.4 %) 



rUiCA'TWrAL 


1 tit-**) 


€%eo^^T1ITAL 


J i*vi*i 


AP&EKT ItAA 


f S*+ 1 


ALB4WI A 




BiNiHiS 


I * r 


AUSi Hi A 


i £S9! 




i si 




i iSt 


BILUl 


( f i 


BE LCJUH 


t f 1*1 


BOLIVIA 


i 4IH 


BULS*§IA 


1 171 


BS AilL 


I f*Bi 1 




i *2§! 


ElVUS* 


t 4*% i 




i il i 


CH1L£ 


I *5I I 




( i 




f lflJOl 




i ^§si 


EPSfA BICA 


f 4*2 1 




t tl**J 


CL1 * 


t 


61EP4HY 


i 14721 


3QMIMICA 


f 22*1 


&». f'^lTAlH 


I i6 i 


ECyi9QB 


i ill! 




I 32331 


ft. S*l*iDB" 


! I7f i 






fB, GUI A MA 


f * I" 




{ 196 1 


CU43*lPUPt 


! * i~ 




1 £ I 


SuillHALA 


i f*s 1 


I f ALif 


t lS%b I 


&y?*NA 


i «• 1 


LuxCf^ass 


I 23i 


Hi ITI 


1 310 » 


f*£ L TA 


! 3 i 


hg^sysAs 


I 1** i 




I i ft 


JiHAlEA 


f 251 


Nt THE £ LAKES 


i 6«,6 1 




f Iti 




i fin? 1 


HE il£5 


f M» ! 




i i*5i 


HEfN. A*ff\ 


1 lis) 


PSSILTGAL 


I 25J1 


Kieici&uA 


f s**i 




* ir*! 


FiMlHA 


f Irs? 




i Sli i 


PiBiSyAT 


1 U i 




I I 


pf sy 


t 1172 1 




i s?s « 


^i = T£ £i^5 


i Z77i 




* 1*17 i 




i 71 I 




i 


TilHlSAO 


( 1*1 


YUCSSLAVIA 




yeUQUAf 


f 1*5! 






USA 


i fsi i 






VEHIfUlLA 








Mi IT 1^5111 


I *! 






C 8,9 


%) 


C 7.2 


%) 



A3IA-T3TAL f II7AS* i 



AFSHiMfSTAH ! 
S*M5L*Df^i 5 
BNyfiM I 

BUSH* ^ 



Is i 

19, I 



CHIN 

t'QIA 
INSSmeIIA 

Rpef* 
LACS 

MALifSIA 



I 33731 I 
f 213^51 

i 121281 
e& i 

*Ht I 



1(50.0 %) 



"attjivrs 


' ? i 


P-'JB1TIU3 


i *ai 




J ! 




ie% » 


PiMSTAN 


lllli 


P^lLlPPINE_S 




siNSAPr=f 


le Jal 


SB! L*"« . 


**«i 


thail**s 


a 4 74} 




1 71*1 


RIPE AST -TOTAL 


SS4Q7I 


it*i (Fiia. i 


1SSI 


EiMiAlH i 




IP AM | 


3441 li 




iee*i 


ISBfttL I 


2S%i i 


je§QiH t 


#1631 




1 1 "S | 


L [SitAi f 


*12l! 


| 


60 i 


SSTlS i 


I %B ! 


I i lid 1 AJ* i 


J* 31 1 


S»B1A 1 


a** i 


TlHEH I 


» 


PAElFIC-TOTAk i 


2314 1 


in. SiFfQi I 


443 ! 


AUSTRALIA I 


*fc i 


CsiSLlNE I. i 


•ia i 


flJl ISL. t 


B4 1 


CUAH { 


* 7» 


flOliNA i 


#43 1 


hisSNitk | 


1**1 


MM J {if. i 


- 3 I 


«EU fiUlHCA i 


i i 


DttfNiUA I 


.^2 1 


tAMlfl f 


All 


TQfJSi I 


1 Ml 


**iif Safqa i 


list 



(22.7 7) 



( 1.0 %) 



ALL *fgf»*S 1 1 157V* I 



Countries designated by two or aora TOEFX candidates during 1977-78 and 1978-79 
who specified plans to seek an undergraduate or a graduate degree In the USA 
or Canada as reasons for taking TOEFL, 

f 

7ai«sn 
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remaining I percent: from counnries or territories in the Pacific 
region* * 

o Twenty^f ive of the 163 listed countries were represented by fewer 
than 10 degree-planning candidates; 34 were represented by 1,000 
or more, 

o Prospective postsecondary students from six countries — Iran, 
China (Taiwan)! Hong Kong* India, Nigeria, and Japan — -accounted 
for more than half of the total population of degree—planning 
TOEFL candidates (126,146 or 53*5 percent). 

For the 25 leading countries of origin in terms of number of degree 
planners, Table 1.2 shows the total number of test takers, the number of 
degree planners, and the percentage of all test takers who were degree 
planners, by level of planned degree program. Also shown is the rank of 
e/anh country among all countries of origin of foreign students in U.S, 
colleges based on 1978-79 enrollment estimates (Boyan, I960). The leading 
25 countries accounted for 82*8 percent of all test takers (234,181 of 
282,899) and 84,5 percent of all degree planners (199,188 of 235,738); 
they are listed in descending order with respect to number of degree 
planners ■ 

o As indicated earlier, about 83 percent of all test takers were 
degree planners; Table 1,2 shows that 42 percent planned under- 
graduate and 41 percent planned graduate study in the United 
States or Canada, 

However, for several native country contingents, lower 
percentages of test takers took TOEFL in connection with plans for 
postsecondary study— -only 27 percent from the Philippines, for 
example, and 66 percent from Greece , 68 percent from Japan, and 75 
percent from France. For many candidates from these particular 
countries, TOEFL appears to have been taken for reasons associated 
with career— related business or professional pursuits (e.g., to 
demonstrate proficiency in English for professional licensure or 
to an employer or prospective employer) rather than to facilitate 
plans for postsecondary study in the United States or Canada, 



*lt is estimated (Boyan, 1980) that foreign students with countries of 
origin (defined not as native countries but as countries of citizenship 
by Boyan) in the TOEFL Asian region accounted for only approximately 29 
percent of the total enrollment of foreign students in the United States 
during 1978-79; comparable enrollment figures, in percentages, for other 
TOEFL regions were Middle East (27), Africa (13), American (22, including 
a substantial Canadian contingent), Europe (8), and Pacific (1 plus). 



TABLE 1,2 



TVS^TY-Flwf LEAPT.--? COtJKTRl^S OF ORIGIN O p SEGRFF> 3 LA_NMN'G TOE*!. CAN5T SATES : 
DATA ON NUMBER OF TEST TAKERS , NVM3F1 OF DEGREE PLANNERS , DEGREE PLANNERS 
AS A PERCENTAGE OF TEST TAKERS , AND RANKING AS COUNTRIES 0^ ORIGIN 
OF FOREIGN STUDENTS IN U.S. COLLEGES DURING 19-3-7 9* 



CoynEry 



Dse* es TOEFL eandidaEes. 1977-79 



Ranking as eeunEry of 
origin ef enrolled 
foreign students 



Ni^fcer of 
c e § e = t akef s 



TesE=Eakers who plan degree program 
in U._8_- A-_ _ &r _ .Canada 



All Ceuntrien? Total 





in 0*5. colleges** 


u 

" EE 


All planners 

m cs„) 


V. Gi 

(* ) 

" Et" 


(S > 

EE 


Iran 


(1) 


38,363 


34,421 


(90) 


58 


32 


Taiwan 


(3) 


32,558 


30,731 


(94) 


17 


7§ 


Bong Kong, 


(5) 


25,631 


21,395 


(83) 


62 


21 


India 


(7) 


16. §23 


13,704 


(81) 


12 


70 


N igef La 


(z) 


14,171 


13,557 


(96) 


es 


10 


Japan 


(6) 


18,089 


12,338 


(68) 


34 


34 


Thai 1 and 


Cii) 


9,013 


8,176 


(91) 


17 


74 


Korea 


(13) 


8 P 625 


7,475 


(57) 




5? 


Ha lay 9i a 


(16) 


7,567 


7,154 


(95) 


72 


23 


Jordan 


(20) 


5,792 


5,183 


(89) 


61 


29 


Lebanon 


(14) 


4, 703 


4 ,323 


(92) 


70 


22 


Vqii©! ue la 


(S) 


4, 372 


3,934 


(90) 


j ! - 


36 


Pakistan 


(25) 


4,307 


3,833 


(89) 


43 


46 


Saudi Arabia 


(?) 


4, DOS 


3, 1 31 


(?:> 


51 


40 


Indonesia 


(29) 


4,197 


3.50B 


(84) 


42 


42 




(10) 


3,952 


3,464 


(88) 


24 


64 


Greece 


(21) 


4,825 


3.200 


(66) 


35 


31 


Philippines 


(24) 


9,974 


2,662 


(27) 


11 


16 


lra?ll 


(IB) 


3,098 


2 ,481 


(80) 


19 


61 


Israel 


(23) 


2,648 


2,352 


(89) 


39 


50 


France 


(26) 


2,939 


2,194 


(75) 


16 


56 


Ghana 


(32) 


2,267 


2, 193 


(97) 


81 


15 


Turkey 


(30) 


2, 190 


1,937 


(88) 


37 


52 


Singapore 


(56) 


1,991 


1,036 


(92) 


71 


21 


Colombia 


(19) 


2.079 


1,830 


(88) 


4B 


40 



235,738 



(83) 



*CeunErieS are li' :_«?d in descending order by nufaber of degree planners; countries with 2,000 pr 

test takers that arc not in Ehe sop 25 with respecE to nusiber ef degree planners are Egypt, Germany* 
and Vietnam. 

"Ranking aoeng all foreign countries as country ef origin ef enrolled atudenEi in U.S. eelleges during 

197&-79 based on **nr«liEf*nf. data provided in Boyso (1980)* 



'For the 25 leading coi-ntrieg only, test takers (K * 234,181) and degree planners (N - 199,188), 
account for 82,8 and 84 s 5 percent of the respeeEive all cotatrles Eetals. 
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o There is marked variability among native country contingents with 
respect to the percentages of test takers planning undergraduate 
versus graduate study.* 

Undergraduate planners were predominant for Nigeria, Ghana. 
Malaysia, Singapore, Hong Kong, Iran, Jordan, and Lebanon, 
for example; graduate planners were predominant for Taiwan, 
India, Thailand, Korea, Mexico, Brazil, France, and Turkey* 

Of the 25 leading countries of origin of degree-planning TOEFL 
candidates, all but two (Ghana, ranked 32, and Singapore, 36) were among 
the leading countries of origin of enrolled foreign graduate students in 
the United States during 1978-79, according to their ranking based on 
extrapolated enrollment estimates provided by Boyan (1280, Table 2.8). 
According to Boyan (1980, Table 3.5) the 1978-79 foreign student enroll^ 
ment was approximately 36 percent undergraduate and 44 percent graduate; 
as shown in Table 1.2, the distribution of TOEFL degree planners with 
respect to level of intended degree program was essentially evenly 
balanced . 



^Countries with 2,000 or more examinees that were not among the leading 25 
with respect to number of degree planners were Egypt, Germany, and 
Vietnam. ' Germany and Egypt had 46 and 73 percent, respectively; for 
Vietnam the percentage was 85* 



SECTION 2* DEMOGRAPHIC AND TEST INCH RELATED CHARACTERISTICS OF 
POSTSECONDARY-DEGREE-PLANNING TOEFL CANDIDATES .* 
SUMMARY DATA BY NATIVE COUNTRY AND REGION 

Table 2*1 provides summary data on s ,Q cted demographic and testings 
related variables for deg r ee^planning TOur^ candidates from each of the 
25 leading countries of origin (classified by TOEFL region) ? for all 
such candidates in each TOEFL region (without regard to country) s and 
for all candidates without regard to region or "continent," respectively. 
Except for "number of test takers," the summary statistics in Table 2*1 
are for all degree planners, without regard to level** 

In addition to data on the distribution of degree^planning candidates 
by level, as reported in the preceding section, Table 2,1 provides infor^ 
mation on the following variables: 

o Percentage of candidates who reported that they had taken TOEFL 
previously (i*e* 5 ''repeaters'') 

o Mean age at time of most recent testing (excluding data on 
undergraduate planners outside the 15—45 age range and graduate 
planners outside the 20^50 range)** 

o Percentage of males among postsecondary planners 

o Center locale (percentage tested outside the United States or 
Canada-=i,e, , in a "foreign" test center, though not necessarily 
one located in the native country of the candidate) 

o Score^reporting pattern (percentages designating and not design 
nating institutions or agencies to receive score reports) 

o Homogenei ty /he t erogenei ty of native country groups with respect 
to reported native languages as reflected by two indices: 

Percentage of all candidates accounted for by the most 
frequently reported native language 

Index of Linguistic Fract ionaliza t ion (ILF), an estimate 
of the probability that two candidates from a given native 



*Detailed data for degree planners, by level of the planned degree 
program, on the variables in Table 2.1 and other summary tables in this 
report are provided elsewhere for each of 138 native country groups with 
10 or more degree planners during 1977-79 (Wilson, 1982)* 

**A detailed discussion of the factors involved in this curtailment is 
provided later in this section* 



27 



CHAMCTERiSl 
I iADINC COl 



COUNT Hf 



o 

ERIC 



!£Sf Hi 



5 



-9- 



country group will not report the same language Carter Taylor 
& Hudson, 1972)* 

Data for the 233,738 degree-planning TOEFL candidates without 
regard to country (see the "all continents" data) on the variables just 
described indicate the following: 

o Many of the candidates were repeaters (about 32 percent), 

o A majority were males ( 72 percent), and a majority testeo in a 
"foreign" center (71 percent)* 

o Based on distributions curtailed as indicated, the mean age 
of undergraduate planners was 21,4 years and that of graduate 
planners was 26*3 years at time of most recent testing, 

o Judging from two indices of homogeneity/heterogeneity of country 
proups with respect to reported native language* for 50 percent of 
all native country contingents (those with 10 or more candidates) 
one language group accounted for 84 percent or more of the 
candidates; one-half of the contingents had 1LF values of 0,21 or 
less , 

It is evident, however, that there were substantial differences among 
TOEFL regions and the leading 25 countries of origin of degree-planning 
candidates with respect to the variables under consideration. 



Previous Experience with TOEFL 

Some 32 percent of the degree-planning candidates during 1977-79 
reported that they had taken TOEFL one or more times previously, but 
there was marked variation in this test-taking pattern by region and by 
country within region among the leading 25 native country groups, 

o The repeated testing or repeater pattern was most prevalent 
among Mideastern (40 percent) and Asian (36 percent) candidates 
and least prevalent among candidates from the Pacific (13 percent) 
and from Africa and Europe (15 percent each); some 24 percent of 
candidates from the TOEFL American region were repeaters (see 
Table 1,1 for listing of countries by TOEFL regions) s 



*At the regional and all continents levels, the values reported are 
medians of country data for countries with N of 10 or more* 

n 2 th 

1LF = 1-2- (P^) , where F » the proportion of candidates in the i 

i^l language group and n is the number of language 

groups * 
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o There are, however, marked differences by country. For example, 
more than one-half of all Saudi Arabian and Japanese candidates, 
and over 40 percent of those from Iran, Hong Kong, Taiwan, 
Indonesia, and Venezuela were repeaters; hut, among candidates 
from Ghana, Nigeria, France, Israel, and India, only 10 percent or 
f ewer were repeaters * 

in analyses not reported in Table 2,1, when average TOEFL total 
scores by native country were correlated with the percentage of repeater 
:andidaces, by country s across 129 native country groups , a moderately 
strong inverse relationship was found (r = - • 64 )~i *e. , across native 
rountry groups the incidence of repeaters tended to increase as mean 
TOEFL scores decreased* This finding is consistent with the reasonable 
expectation that first-time candidates, without regard to country, whose 
English proficiency, as reflected in TOEFL scores , falls below some 
isersonally or externally imposed criterion level will continue to take 
rOEFL periodically until that criterion level has been attained. 



Sex Distri by t iun 

The population of degree-planning TOEFL candidates was predominantly 
nale (72 percent), but there are clear differences by region and among 
:he 25 leading countries, 

o Some 86 percent of all African candidates and 82 percent of those 
from the Mideast were male, as compared to only 66 percent of 
Asian and American, 70 percent of European, and 60 percent of 
Pacific candidates* 

o Over 90 percent of candidates from Saudi Arabia, Lebanon, Jordan, 
Pakistan and Ghana were male, as were over 85 percent of those 
from India and Nigeria* 

o Over half (53 percent) of the candidates from the Philippines were 
women, as were almost half (£7 percent) of those from Thailand, 

It is assumed that differences among countries in the sex distribu^ 
:ion of candidates reflects primarily differences in national custom and 
tradition affecting the role of women, their access to higher education, 
ind their choices of particular fields of study* 



Age at Time of Most Recent Testing 

Age at time of most recent testing was calculated from the birth 
lates supplied by candidates* As noted in the table, undergraduate means 
reflect exclusion of data for candidates below a calculated age of 15 or 
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above the age of 4:>; graduate means reflect exclusion of candidates less 
than 2t jr more than 50 years old,* 

Means of the curtailed age distributions for all undergraduate 
ana graduate planners, without regard to country, were 21,4 and 26*3, 
respectively; medians for these distributions (not shown in the table) 
were 2CU6 and 25.4 , respectively. 

o Among undergraduate planners, those from countries in the TOEFL 
European, American, and Pacific regions were youngest on the 
average (with means between 20*3 and 20.8), while those from the 
African region were considerably older than average (with a mean 
of 22.7); candidates from Asian and Mideastern countries had means 
of 21.4 and 21,3 years, respectively. 

o Asong graduate planners, those from Pacific and European countries 
were younger on the average (23.3 and 23,2, respectively) than 
all graduate planners; those from Africa and America were slightly 
older than average (28,0 and 27.3, respectively), while Asian 
and Mideastern graduate^planning candidates (26.1 and 26.6) 
were typical, 

o It is interesting to note that the discrepancy in mean age between 
undergraduate and graduate planners varies considerably among the 
major countries of origin of degree^planning TOEFL candidates - — 
from 3*3 years for Lebano s n^through 12.1 years for Indonesia. 



*Among TOEFL candidates s approximately 0,8 percent of undergradua te^degree 
planners were over 45 and only 0,1 percent were less than 15; of graduate 
planners, 7,0 percent were less than 20 and 0*8 percent were older than 
50. Medians for uncurtailed age distributions were 20.6 and 25,1 for 
undergraduate and graduate planners as compared to medians of 20.6 and 
25.4 for undergraduate and graduate planners in the curtailed distribu^ 
tions. The means reported in Table 2,1 for graduate planners are thus 
likely to overestimate somewhat the average age for all TOEFL takers with 
plans for graduate study while the means reported for undergraduate 
planners may be thought of as very nearly identical to those for all 
TOEFL takers with plans for undergraduate study. 

While measures of central tendency that exclude data for self"-* 
reported graduate planners below the age of 20 may slightly overestimate 
the aver/age age of all TOEFL candidates who report plans for graduate 
study in/ the United States or Canada, they probably provide somewhat more 
realisrAc estimates for that subpopulation of graduate— planning TOEFL 
candida^p^^ho are likely to be applying for admission to graduate school 
within a reasonable period of time than averages that include candidates 
under the age of 20* Only a very slight percentage of candidates taking 
gradua te-^level admissions tests in the United States are s / young— ^for 
example, only 0*2 percent of GRE candidates during 1979 were los-s than 20 
(Wild, 1980). 
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In evaluating these age data it is important to keep in mind (a) that 
although all the candidates under consideration indicated in response to 
questions included on TOEFL forms that they planned to enter institutions 
in the United States or Canada as undergraduate or graduate students 
intending to study for degrees, they did not provide information regarding 
the timing of their plans , and '(b) that little or nothing is known 
regarding the characteristic pattern and timing of candidate flow or 
progression from initial TOEFL testing to application and enrollment as 
undergraduate or graduate students in the IKS. A* or Canada- Indeed, it is 
not known what proportion of the candidate population under consideration 
ultimately realized or will realize the plans reported. Moreover, due 
primarily to difficulties involved in framing questions about "educational 
level" that might be applicable worldwide, TOEFL candidates are not asked 
to indicate their current educational level in their respective educa- 
tional systems, their enrollment status (e.g., enrolled vs* not enrolled 
in a school, college, or university), or expected or actual year of 
completion of educational programs at various levels* 

The age data for degree^planning TOEFL candidates do indicate* 
among other things, that undergraduate-degree planners as a group were 
substantially older than entering college freshmen, in the United States.* 

o In fall 1980, based on data provided by Astin et aL (1981), the 
mean age of entering college freshmen was approximately 18.5 
years, and over 83 reent were 19 or younger; the mean age of 
undergraduate planr . the TOEFL candidate population was 21*4, 

and only 14 percent < . ^ese candidates were 19 or younger at time 
of most recent testing. 

Data on the age distribution of "entering first-time graduate 
students" comparable to that provided by Astin for "entering college 
freshmen'* are not available, 

o If the age of all candidates taking GRE tests, including foreign 
candidates, is used as a basis for comparison, TOEFL graduate 
planners are also somewhat older than "prospective applicants for 
admission to graduate programs, without regard to level, in the 
United States," The mean age of GRE candidates during 1978-79, 
for example, was 25 s 9 years as compared to 26-3 years for TOEFL 
graduate-planners above 19 years of age (the age range that 
includes essentially all GRE candidates); 55 percent of GRE 
candidates but only 44 percent of TOEFL graduate planners were Ik 
or younger, including candidates less than 20 years old s who 
accounted for 7 percent of TOEFL but nly 0,2 percent of GRE 
candidates (Wild, 1980)* 



*Some undergraduate^degree planning 
admission at a level equivalent to 
in U.S. colleges or universities, 
advanced standing » 



TOEFL candidates may ultimately seek 
that of first-time enrolled freshmen 
while others may seek admission with 
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Locale of Tes ting Cent 

More than seven in ten degree-planning candidates were tested outside 
the United States or Canada* i.e., ins M fo— aign" test center, though 
not necessarily in their native countries* However, there was marked 
variability by native country and region in this regard, 

o Of candidates from four TOEFL region s (Pacific, Africa* Asia, 
and Europe), 80 percent or more were tested in a foreign center; 
only 44 percent of all Mideastern c sndidates and 59 percent 
of those from the TOEFL American region were tested outside the 
United States or Canada* 

o Among the 25 leading countries of origin, at one extreme, only 34 
percent of candidates from Iran and 36 percent of those from Saudi 
Arabia and Venezuela were tested in foreign centers; at the other, 
foreign test centers accounted for ove r 90 percent of candidates 
from Pakistan, Singapore, Taiwan Nigeria., and Ghana* 



Pattern of Score Reportir^g 

As previously noted, all of the TOEFL candidates included in these 
analyses indicated that they planned to enter colleges or universities in 
the United States or Canada. However, only 43 percent requested that the 
results of their most recent testing be reported to U.S. higher education 
ins titutions™38 percent designated only a institution and 5 percent 

designated both a U.S. institution and either a non-higher education 
institution (e.g., embassy, or agency concerned with international foreign 
students) or a pos tsecondary institution outsider the United States. Fully 
50 percent of degree-planning TOEFL candidates failed to designate any 
institution or agency to receive their test ^results , which, therefore, 
we re transmitted to the examinees only, Agairs, 9 there are marked differ- 
ences by country and region. 

o For il of the 25 leading countries o£ origin, the percentage of 
candidates failing to designate any institution was greater than 
the percentage designating colleges «r universities to receive 
their test results* 

o Countries with relatively high perce stages of candidates who 
designated higher education institutions were India (70 percent), 
the Philippines (71 percent), Ghana C 69 percent) and France (68 
percent). Less than 30 percent of car^didates from Saudi Arabia, 
Jordan, Iran, and Hong Kong did so* 

As previously noted, nothing is known ref^^rding the timing of TOEFL 
candidates' plans for undergraduate or graduate study in the U.S.A. or 
Canada, the characteristic flow or progression of candidates from time of 
initial testing to time of formal application f & x/ admission and enrollment 
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(if accepted), or th proportion of candidates ultimately realizing their 
plans* However, it i^ss reasonable to hypothesize that TOEFL candidates who 
designate specific Srnigher institutions to receive their TOEFL scores are 
nearer the " a p pi i c a ion stage" of the candidate- flow process than their 
counterparts who fail to do so } electing instead to be the sole recipients 
of score reports*^ 



To the extent tL__hat this hypothesis is consistent with reality, zhe 
percentage of candidates designating specif ic colleges and universities 
to receive their T0SE3FL results provides one basis for estimating the 
proportion of TOEFL candidates during a gii?en testing period who might 
be in or near the app=TXication stage of the catididate^f low process. On the 
other hand* prospective degree seekers who do not designate receiving 
institutions are Llfe-^cely to be interested primarily in assessing their 
level of English p r cizd f icien cy before proceeding with a formal application 
for admission—an act that presumably would h^ contingent in part upon the 
level of TOEFL scores at the time of most recent testing. 



Following this .Zline of reasoning, it is relevant to note (Table 2,1) 
that TOEFL regions leading countries chsractiriEed by a high percent- 

age of candidates vh^=> failed to designate receiving institutions are also 
characterized by a high percentage of repeating candidates* Among 
fjideastern and Asian candidates, for examples repeater percentages are 40 
and 36 and nonreport i^=ig percentages are 64 and 50, respectively; European, 
and American candidacies, repeater percentages of 15 s 24 and 15 correspond 
to noiireporting perce^=itages of 40 * 39 * and 38* 



Analyses not ret: .ported in Table 2 # 1 indicate a substantial positive 
correlation (r = m72^D across 129 native count xy contingents between these 
two summary statiatScs=^i,e s } percent repeaters vs. percent failing to 
designate ins ti tution^al score report recipients! 



Homogeneity/H^sterogenei ty with Respect to Native Language 

For each native country group, two indices of hcsiogeneity/he£ero s 
geneity with respect to reported native language were calculated, namely. 



*Some examinees not designating colleges or universities to receive 
reports of TOEFL rresults may submit copies of their score reports 
directly to InstitL^tions in conjunction with an application for admis^ 
sion. Institutions receiving reports directly from candidates are urged 
to verify the repot t«d scores by calling ETS* Little or nothing is known 
regarding the eKten^^ of this practice- Indtiect evidence (the volume of 
telephone calls fj^m institutions requesting verification of candidate^ 
submitted score repsorts) suggests that the great majority of candidates 
failing to designate institutions to receive their score reports probably 
do not transmit thos^= reports directly to Institutions* 
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the percentage of candidates accc?u_xite-d for by the most f tecr- uently reported 
langua^sge ( "main" language columrJ in the table) and an Ind&isx of Linguistic 
FractL otialization ( M LF lndex M £0 lumn), As previously indizLicated, the ILt 
is an estimate of the probsbill ty that two candidates r^^ndomly selected 
from t he same country will not £e port the same language* The two indices 
ate afc *c remely closely and inver se j^y related. It is readil_y apparent, for 
ekaraplL e 5 that among the leadifl|S£ 25 native countries, those with the 
hlghes c ILF indices (e.g.* Indi a ? 0.88, Ghana, 0*72, anda Nigeria, 0.71) 
are icr vest with respect to the percentage of candidatess accounted for 
by th=: Biost frequently r e p o r l_ *s d language (21 , 48, a nd 45 percent, 
respects ively) - 

A— the "all continents'* ancd "regional" levels , the values reported 
ate m&clian values of country 4sta for all countries iriith 10 or more 
candids. res, not just the 25 leaden g countries of origin f orr— which specific 
Indices are shown. 



o The leading country groups are, in fact, somewhat i^ors homogeneous 
Unguis tically , on the average s than all count rlea. For all 
countries with N of 1 0 c= x greater, median main L^anguage and ILF 
values are 84 percent #ti d 0,21, respectively; for— the 25 leading 
countries only, eompar#b=>le values are 96 perceri^t and 0.08 (not 
shown in the table)* 

o Candidate groups fro© go ^intries in the TOEFL Amerr - leans European* 
and Hid a as tern regions* t-ypically, were most homogeneous linguis- 
tically s while those in t^^tie African and Asian regl — ons, typically, 
were more heterogeneous* 

Tfciesi data indicate that tor a majority of leading native country 
groups Cand a substantial numbe x~ of other country gtoi^ps as well), a 
single language group is desert ptive of the language ba^_ckground of the 
great ^majority of candidates* It is important to reco|a=ize , of course, 
that a. candidate 1 s "native lattgwjage" is not necessarily the candidate's 

"best** language for some or #J =1 purposes (e*g* f speafting, reading, 

wrltirL^; academic vs. social)* Detailed consideration is given to the 
prinel pal language groups sssoc iated with each native c^ountry group in 
Sectiom 6, 



Table 2,2 provides data, £c=>mparabie to that in Ta lile 2*1 for the 
25 laa cling countries (which acc- ounted for 84,5 percent of all degree 
plannl »g TOEFL candidates), for 1EMD5 native country groups that accounted, 
coilec T: ively , for 99,2 percent - of all degree planners during 1977=79* 
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• BAH E3 T lnATE OF THE PROBABILITY THAT TWO CANDIDATES PICKED AT R AMD OH MOULD NOT SPEAK THE SAME LANGUAGE. 

(# & //// are median values ? at regional^sunnnary level, of country data for countries 
with N of 10 or more.) 
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SECTION 3* PERFORMANCE OF POSTSECONDARY-DEGREE PLANNERS ON TOEFL BY 
LEVEL OF PLANNED DEGREE PROGRAM AND COUNTRY OF ORIGIN 



As seen in preceding sactions, of 282,898 individuals who took TOEFL 
one or more times during the period from September 1977 through August 
1979, some 235,738 (or about 83 percent) indicated that they did so 
because they planned to enter institutions in the United States or Canada 
to work toward a graduate or an undergraduate degree. Within the popula- 
tion of deg^ree-planning TOEFL candidates, a total of 119,592 (or 50.7 
percent) were undergraduate— and 116,146 (or 49*3 percent) were graduate- 
degree planners. This section presents data regarding the performance of 
these degree— planning candidates on TOEFL. 

In evaluating TOEFL score data it is important to keep in mind 
the following characteristics of TOEFL (as described in the TOEFL Test 
and Score Manual , 1981): 

o The Test of English as a Foreign Language is designed to measure 
the English proficiency for individuals whose native language is 
not English. Each form of the current test consists of three 
separately timed sections, with questions in multiple-choice 
format, and takes approximately two hours to complete: 

Section 1 , Listening Comprehension (hereafter, also Listening 
or Listen), measures the ability to understand English as it is 
spoken in the United States. 

Section 2, Structure and Written Expression (Writing or Write), 
measures mastery of important structural and grammatical points 
in standard written English, 

Section 3, Reading Comprehension (Reading or Read), measures 
the ability of candidates to understand the meaning and the uses 
of words as well as the ability to understand a variety of 
reading materials* 

o Three section scores and a total score are reported, Scores for 
the respective part scores (Listen, Write, Read) are^raported on 
a 20=80 scale- the total score is reported on a 200-800 scale* 
Observed scores, however, ordinarily do not cover the full 
scale range. During the two-year period from September 1978 
through August 1980, for example, observed minimum and maximum 
scores for Listen, Write, Read, and Total were, respectively, 
20-70, 20-68, 20-67, and 240-677 ( TOEFL Manual , 1981), 

It is also important to note, in evaluating the TOEFL score statis- 
tics reported here, that for individuals with multiple TOEFL records 
(i.e. , repeaters) only the most recent test result was used * 

o For this reason, the means and standard deviations of TOEFL scores 
for undergraduate- and graduate-degree planners (and other 
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subgroups) reported herein are not directly comparable to those 
reported in the TQEFL Manual (1981)* 

o In compiling normative data for reference groups, as reported in 
the TQEFL Manual (19 81) , all score data for repeater candidates 
were included, not just the most recent results* Under the 
assumption that the most recent results for repeaters are likely 
to be higher than earlier results, on the average, then the means 
reported here and in the Native Country File (Wilson, 1982) should 
be expected to be somewhat higher than those reported in the 
Manual * That such is the case is indicated by comparison of the 
data for degree^lev^l subgroups in Table 3.1 with data for these 
subgroups in the Manual ■ 

Table 3.1 reports means and standard deviations of TOEFL scores for 
all degree planners (degree seekers), and for undergraduate and graduate 
planners, by TOEFL region and for 25 leading countries of origin (which 
col iectively account for some 84 percent of all degree planners). In 
coas idering results for undergraduate and graduate planners, it is useful 
to keep in mind (see Section 2) that the typical undergraduate planner 
was over 20 year i old (median age 20,6) and that the typical graduate 
planner was 25 (median age 25,1). As might be expected, undergraduate 
planners had somewhat lower TOEFL total scores than graduate planners (499 
as compared to 511), a difference amounting to about ,16 total-sample 
atandard deviation units* 

However, it may be determined from Table 3,1 that undergraduate 
plariners in seven of the 25 native country contingents had higher TOEFL 
total means than their graduate^planning counterparts. This is inconsist- 
ent riot only with the pattern for all candidates, without regard to 
country, but also with logical expectation, 

© Although it cannot be assumed that the TOEFL degree"=planning 
populations are representative of indigenous student populations 
at comparable levels in their respective countries, it is none- 
theless anomalous to find prospective graduate students earning 
lower scores than prospective undergraduate students on a test of 
"verbal skills" in contingents from Brazil s Colombia, Mexico, 
Hong Kong, Indonesia, Singapore, and Iran, 

Examination of the sect ion^score means is instructive. In six of 
these seven contingents, graduate-degree planners had scores on Reading 
Comprehension that were equal to or higher than those for undergraduates™ 
differences in mean TOEFL total scores for these subgroups thus were 
acc^imted for primarily by differences in Listening Comprehension (and, to 
a lassar extent, Written Expression) rather than in Reading Comprehension, 

© In all of these contingents, undergraduate planners had higher 
Listening means than graduate planners (by about three scaled- 
score points, on the average); on Written Expression, the mean for 
undergraduate planners was in three instances equal to and in four 
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instances higher than that for graduate planners. However, 
graduate planners equalled or exceeded undergraduate planners 
in Reading Comprehension in six of the seven contingents. 

Items in the TOEFL Reading Comprehension section (vocabulary and 
reading passages) , of course, are more like those included in standard 
tests of ^academic ability" than are those in the Listening and Written 
Expression sections, and the graduate planners tended to do as well as 
or better than undergraduate planners on the "academic ability" component 
in six of the sev^n contingents; undergraduate planners were consistently 
higher only on Listening in the seven contingents under consideration* 

Generally speaking, across the 25 leading native country groups, 
the pattern of undergraduate^graduate differences was similar: 

o The mean Listening score for undergraduate planners was higher 
than that for graduate planners in 19 of the 25 leading country 
groups; the mean for Structure and Written Expression was higher 
for undergraduate planners in eight of the 25* However, with 
respect to Reading Comprehensionj in only three of the 25 country 
groups was the mean for undergraduate planners equal to or higher 
than that for graduate planners, and in only one instance did 
undergraduate planners actually have the higher mean on this 
measure, which tends to parallel the "verbal" component in such 
widely used measures of academic ability as the Graduate Record 
Examinations Aptitude TtsL and the College Board Scholastic 
Aptitude Test* 

It is apparent that the major source of observed differences in TOEFL 
total between graduate and undergraduate planners tends to be performance 
on the Reading Comprehension and, to a lesser extent* the Written Expres- 
sion items. The data for all candidates (the "all continents" row) show 
that Listening means were identical for these two groups; that the means 
differed by one point (undergraduates 0.12 standard deviation units 
lower) on Written Expression; and that the means on Reading Comprehension 
differed by three points (undergraduates 0.33 standard deviation units 
lower). Looking at these differences In another way f it may be inferred 
that undergraduate planners tended to have h ^her Listening Comprehension 
scores relative to their scores on Reading C' prehension. Why this should 
be so is not immediately evident. Variable: ach as amount and recency of 
formal ESL training may be involved s along w 'i. many others. 

o Examination of data for degree^planning candidates by TOEFL 
region suggests that Listening means were somewhat lower, 
relative to means on other sections, for candidates from the 
African and Asian regions and somewhat higher in the same sense 
for candidates from the other regions. 

Generally speaking ^ candidates from the TOEFL Mideastern and Pacific 
regions had the lowest mean TOEFL total scores; candidates from the 
European region had the highest* 
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o However, among the 25 leading countries , of the five countries 
with highest TOEFL total means for degree planners generally, 
ail but France (563) were from the Asian region: the Philippines 
(580), Singapore (568), Malaysia (559), and India (553), The 
means for these countries were from ,58 to ,96 standard deviation 
units above the grand mean for all candidates. At the other 
extreme, the five candidate groups with the lowest TOEFL total 
means (Saudi Arabia, Jordan, Iran, Thailand, and Indonesia) 
included three Asian and two Mideastern candidate groups, with 
means ranging from .38 to 1,04 standard deviation units below the 
grand mean for all candidates* 

In assessing and evaluating differences among candidates by reported 
native country, it is important to keep in mind that the presence of 
differences in performance on TOEFL among candidates from different native 
countries does not permit the generalisation that there are fundamental 
differences in ability of the various national and language groups to 
learn English or in the level of English proficiency generally attained by 
them (TOEFL Manual, 1981). 

For example, these native councry contingents almost certainly 
differ, on the average, in amount and quality of formal preparation in 
English as a second language, amount of nonacademic exposure to spoken and 
written English, exposure to academic Instruction in the English language, 
and so forth. Differences in opportunity to learn English as a second 
language, for instance, may help to explain the fact that—considering 
candidates from the 25 leading countries only—those from the Philippines , 
Singapore, Malaysia, and India had the highest TOEFL scores. Higher 
scores for candidates from the European region generally may be a function 
of both greater ESL exposure and significant overlap in linguistic 
heritage, 

Setting aside questions regarding their origins, the observed 
differences in TOEFL scores for the 25 leading country contingents (as 
well as those shown in Table 3.2 for contingents from 105 countries, 
accounting for 99 percent of all degree^planning candidates) do provide 
a basis for inferring meaningful differences associated with native 
country in level of developed English language proficiency among TOEFL 
candidates aspiring to undergraduate and graduate study in the United 
States and Canada. 
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SECTION 4, PERFORMANCE ON TOEFL (TOTAL) OF SELECTED DEMOGRAPHIC AND 
TESTING-RELATED CLASSIFICATIONS OF PQSTSECONDARY~DEGR EE- 
PLANNING CANDIDATES 

Analyses reported in Che preceding sections have provided Information 
regarding selected academic, demographic, and testing-related character- 
istics of pos tsecondary-degree-pianning TOEFL candidates who took TOEFL 
during the period from September 1977 through August 1979* Regarding 
this candidate population it has been shown, for example, thati 

o About half (50*7 percent) were prospective undergraduate and 
about half (49*3 percent) were prospective graduate students™ 
the undergraduate/graduate division in percent ranged from 89/11 
to 15/85 across 25 leading countries* 

o Almost one-third (32 percent) reported that they had taken TOEFL 
previously. For 25 leadin Q countries, the repeater percentage 
ranged from 4 to 55. 

o More than seven in 10 (72 percent) were male and 23 percent were 
female. Across 25 leading countries, the male/female division, in 
percent, ranged from 94/6 to 53/47, 

o Some 29 percent were tested in centers in the U.S. A, or Canada 
(domestic centers) and 71 percent were tested elsewhere (In 
foreign centers) • For 25 leading countries, the percent tested in 

domestic ^enters ranged froiTi 6 to 66. 

o Only 43 percent requested that their TOEFL score results be 
reported to U.S, higher education institutions at the time of 
most recent testing; 50 percent failed to designate any institu- 
tion or agency to receive their TOEFL scores (which were thus 
transmitted only to the examinees), Nonreporting ranged from 25 
percent to 70 percent across the 25 leading countries of origin of 
pos tsecondary^degree-plannlng candidates. 

Table 4,1 presents TOEFL total score means for all candidates 
classified according to these variables, generally and by TOEFL region, 
and for candidates from each of the 25 leading countries of origin of 
pos t secondary-degree planners (see Section 3 for description of TOEFL 
scales). Although differences in performance on TOEFL (total and section 
scores) for undergraduate- and graduate-degree planners were considered 
in detail in Section 3, TOEFL total means for these subgroups are Included 
in Table 4,1 for general comparative purposes. 

For the designated candidate classifications, Table 4.1 indicates the 
following patterns of differences in mean TOEFL totals 

o Graduate-degree planners had higher TOEFL total means than 
undergraduate-degree planners (511 and 499, respectively )— true 
for 18 of the 25 leading countries, as noted in the preceding 
section. 
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o Among degree planners, women tended Co do better than men on TOEFL 
total (means of 513 and 502, respectively) — true for 21 of the 25 
leading countries, 

o Candidates tested in foreign centers tended to outperform those 
tested in the United States or Canada (means of 512 and 488, 
respectively )— true for 18 of the 25 leading countries, 

o Self -reported repeaters, at time of most recent testing, tended 
to have lower TOEFL scores than degree planners generally (mean 
of 4j?o as compared to a mean of 505 for all degree planners* 
including repeaters )--t rue for 15 of the 25 leading countries. 

o Candidates failing to designate any institution or agency to 
receive their TOEFL scores earned substantially lower mean 
scores than candidates who designated receiving institutions or 
agencies — true for all 25 leading countries * 

For example, the mean TOEFL total of 486 for nonreporting 
candidates is more than 0.5 standard deviation units lower than 
the mean (526) for candidates who designated U.S. higher education 
institutions and 0,6 sigma units lower than the mean (534) for the 
relatively small group designating both U , S , higher education 
institutions and U* 8 abased agencies or foreign higher education 
institutions* It is noteworthy that means for candidates 
reporting to U.S* colleges or universities, or other institutions, 
were higher than the mean for ail gradua te^degree planners (i.e., 
511), 

Formal explication of these trends, of course. Is outside the scope 
of a descriptive assessment of candidate characteristics and test-taking 
behavior. However, some of the factors that appear to be relevant to an 
informed evaluation of the observed trends may be considered briefly* 

o The fact that for each of the 25 leading countries, score- 
reporting candidates had a higher TOEFL total mean than their 
nonreporting counterparts is consistent with a general hypothesis, 
advanced in Section 2, that reporting vs, nonreporting behavior 
reflects relative readiness (contingent in part on level of 
English proficiency) of candidates to become formal applicants 
for admission to undergraduate or graduate study in the United 
States or Canada* Prospective degree-seekers who do not report 
their scores to institutions may be interested primarily in 
assessing their level of English-language proficiency before 
proceeding with formal application for admission, an action that 
is likely to he contingent in part on reaching some criterion- 
level of performance on TOEFL* 

o Although repeater means were lower than all-candidate means for 
candidates from 15 of the 25 leading countries, repeaters had 
higher means in nine country groups (Iran, Jordan, Saudi Arabia, 
Thailand* Korea* Japan, Indonesia, Hong Kong* and Nigeria) and 
equal means in one (Taiwan)* In evaluating these trends it is 
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to consider the fact that, for the nine countries in which 
repeater means were higher than all^candidata means, (a) the 
median all^candidate mean tended to be low (484 as compared to 505 
for all candidates without regard to country) and (b) the median 
percentage of repeater candidates was high (44 percent as compared 
to 32 percent of all candidates without regard to country). The 
scores for repeaters were, of course, their most recent scores and 
presumably were higher, on the average, than their first^time 
scores. When initial TOEFL performance for a native country 
group is relatively low, it is plausible to expect not only a 
relatively high incidence of repetition (presumably interspersed 
with additional ESL training), but also that repeating TOEFL 
candidates should tend to outperform the first^time examinees 
(with comparatively low scores)* 

It is generally cons is tent with this line of reasoning to 
find that country contingents in which repeater means were much 
lower than ail-candidate means were characterised by high initial 
test— score means (median = 533) and low incidence of repeated 
test-taking (median = 13 percent).* 

o Why candidates tested in the United States or Canada, generally— 
and those from 18 of the 25 leading native country groups— ^should 
have lower mean scores on TOEFL than their counterparts tested 
elsewhere cannot readily be rationalized, A variety of selective 
factors may be involved* For example, countries for which 
domestic-tested candidates had higher means than foreign—tested 
candidates (Nigeria, Taiwan, Hong Kong, Indonesia, Pakistan, 
Thailand, ind France) were characterized by a proportionately 
smaller than average contingent of domestic^tested candidates 
(median - 16 percent) as compared to 29 percent of all candidates 
without regard to country,** 

o That women should tend to have higher TOEFL scores than men among 
degree planners in the TOEFL candidate population generally, and 
in contingents from 21 of 25 leading countries as well, is perhaps 
due primarily to selective factors, Women make up a minority of 
all degree-planning candidates (28 percent)* It is perhaps 
relevant to note that the four countries in which TOEFL means for 



*For Brazil , Colombia, India, Malaysia, Israel, the Philippines, and 
Singapore, repeater means were 14 to 28 points lower than all^candidate 
means. 

**Count ries with proportionately smaller contingents of candidates tested 
in the United States may offer more favorable and effective opportuni^ 
ties to learn English than countries with proportionately larger 
contingents tested in the United States* These latter contingents may 
come to the United States to obtain what they may perceive to be better 
and more efficient ESL instruction than that available locally* 

so 



men ware either somewhat higher than or equal to those for women 
were characterized by a higher than average percentage of women 
(Taiwan, 4 1 , Korea, 31, Philippines, 53, and France, 34, as 
compared to 29 percent overall) , 

o The somewhat anomalous finding that prospective graduate students 
earned lower TOEFL total scores than prospective undergraduate 
students in contingents from Brazil, Colombia^ Mexico, Hong Kong, 
Indonesia, Singapore^ and Iran is considered in detail in Section 
3, At this point it is sufficient to call attention to the fact 
that in six of these seven contingents the Reading Comprehension 
mean for graduate^degree planners was equal to or higher than the 
mean for undergraduate planners* Undergraduate planners were 
consistently higher than graduate planners only on the Listening 
section. Thus the higher TOEFL total means of undergraduate 
planners were due primarily to their consistently higher perform^ 
ance on the Listening Comprehension section* 

Table 4,2 presents dsia, comparable co that in labie 4,1 for the 25 
leading countries, for contingents from 105 countries, 
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ShCTiUN 5, DISTRIBL'T ; A-\D TOEFL TOTAL MEANS OF URADUATE-DEGREE-PLANNINu 

CANDIDATES BY INTENDED AREA OF STUDY 



Slightly f ewe r than half (49,3 percent) if post v, -condary-dagree= 
planning TOEFL candidates during the two- year period from September 19 77 
through August 1 979 indicated that they - re Coking TOEFL in connection 
with plans to study for graduate degrees in U.S. or Canadian institutions. 
TOEFL candidates "applying for graduate study" are instructed to find the 
n a m ti of the department (field) in. which they plan to study in a list 
provided in the TOEFL Handbook for Ex amine es (formerly the Handbook for 
Appli cants ; see Exhibit 5A) * 

it" a candidate does not enter any department code (including "99 " for 
an unlisted department ) J the TOEFL" of fice will "consider t h^addlress 
Inc omple^te and will s end a s co re_ repo rt to the candidate only . 

Table 5.1 shows the mean TOEFL total score and the percentage of 
yl radua t t?~d e \i r ee planners in each of several classifications with respect 
to intended t leid or department: 

Designated a graduate department in human! tics s social sciences, 
biological sciences, or physical sciences (see Exhibit 5 A for 
fields included in each area) 

o Designated a school of business or law 

u bid not designate any intended department or school Cor designated 
one not listed in Exhibit SA) * 

Data are provided for all graduate planners without regard to country 
("all continents") and by TOEFL region, and for candidates from the 
25 leading countries of origin of degree planners (undergraduate and 
iU vidua te) classified by TOEFL region* 

It is evident from Table 5*1 that a very high percentage of all 
graduate planners did not designate departments; the "other" category 
nr counted for 6 0 percent of all candidates (which includes only a small 
number of candidates designating an unlisted field)* There are marked 
differences by TCEFL region and among the 25 leading countries in this 
regard* 

o Almost three-fourths (74 percent) of candidates from the Mid- 
eastern region did not designate departments, and 85 percent of 
the relatively small number of graduate planners from the TOEFL 
Pacific region failed to do so; however, 50 percent or more 
of those from Africa, the Americas, and Europe designated 
departments 

o Candidates from the two regions with the highest percentages of 
candidates not designating specific departments, or entering 
"99" for "department not listed," were lowest on TOEFL total* 
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LIST B: Pepartrnen! Cod-ta 

Th!S hst ;S to Pe us#d only by students applying far graduats study AM others are to fill 
m DO ati fne department code for each institution or agency they list on the chart and in 
ifffa 4 of ihe admission ticket and answer" sheaf 

Suiint'ss Schoniz Use 02 if you are applying to a graduate school of management 
y» Schools Useuj if you are apply ing io a gradual^ scnooi of iaw 

GfdJijdfe Sc^ol : 5 If you are applying for graduate study in a held other th*?" bu-f.in**ss or 
la*, copy appiopfiaie code fro?" tr<e list beie* 
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Generally speaking, candidates designating speciric departments, 
regardless of field, had higher TOEFL total means than candidates who 

did n o L do so* 

o At the "all continents" level, for example, the mean of 494 
for the large "other" (nondesignating) group is from 0,4 to 
almost 0.9 standard deviations lower than means for candidates 
designating areas of study* 

o Among the 23 leading countries, almost without exception, the 
mean for nondesignating candidates is lower than the me on for 
any classification of candidates by designated field. 

Among ail prospective graduate-level candidates the percentages 
designating each area of intended study are shown below, 



'- r>i of r. ! uoy percentage L :o c 

Field design All graduate-^ 

nators only degree planners 

No field designated,,,.,,,,,*., — (60) 

Physical science,,,,,,, 38 (15) 

Biological science,,,,,,,,,,,,, 12 ( 5) 

Social science* 20 (8) 

Arts and humanities,,,,,,,,,,,, 8 ( 3) 

Business school,,,,,,*,,,,,,,,, 20 ( 8) 

Law schoo] . 1 (1) 



The entries in parentheses indicate the percentages, from Table 5,1, of 
all graduate^degree planners, in various response cateogories, 

According to estimates of the distribution of foreign students in 
the United States in 1978-79 by field of study but without regard to levfel 
( Boy an , 1 980), some 34, percent were enrolled in physical science fields* 
17 percent in biosciences, 20 percent in social sciences* 11 percent in 
arts and humanities, 16 percent in business and management, and 1 percent 
in law, Thus, these graduate-degree planners generally appear to be 
distributed by intended field in much the same way as enrolled foreign 
students, both graduate and undergraduate. However, differences among the 
leading countries are evident, 

o Contingents of prospective graduate students from some countries 
are heavily concentrated in one intended area of study while those 
from other countries are rather widely distributed among the 
intended areas, 

o At the same time, it can be seen from Table 5,1 that for a 
majority (15) of the 23 leading countries, physical science 
fields attracted the largest proportion of candidates; social 



sciences were most frequently indicated by candidaLes from five 
countries and business school by candidates from two countrife^ 

The very small group of candidates planning to attend law school had 
the highest V.ean TOEFL total score (358), hut the mean for prospective 
business school students was almost as high (536). For 19 of the 25 
leading countries, the mean for prospective business students was higher 
than means for students oriented toward any of the arts and sciences 
fields. 

However, perhaps the most important observation regarding the data 
on TOEFL scores is that the means for candidates designating fields, by 
and large, are higher than the means for all graduate planning candidates 
(including, of course, those not designating fields, who characteris- 
tically have lower TOEFL scores)* 

o It is reasonable to infer, following a line of reasoning developed 
in previous sections, that candidates designating fields are 
much nearer the formal application-f or-admission stage of the 
candidate-! 1 ow process than those who fail to do so, it is also 
reasonable to infer that the mean TOEFL scores for candidates 
designating fields constitute a better estimate of the level 
characteristic of "prospective applicants for admission' 4 than le 
mean for all graduate-degree-planning TOEFL candidates.* 

Table 3*2 provides data on the variables under consideration in this 
section for graduate-degree planning candidates from each of 105 native 
countries (which collectively accounted for 99,2 percent of all the degree 
planners, graduate and undergraduate), 



*For the 25 countries in Table 5.1, the correlation between the percentage 
of graduate planners not naming fields and the percentage of all planners 
(graduate and undergraduate) not designating institutions to receive 
score reports is very high, r = .93, 
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SECT! UN o, MOST FREQUENTLY REPORTED NATIVE LANGUAGES OF POSTSECONDAKY- 
DEGRHE— PLANNING TOEFL CANDIDATES » BY NATIVE COUNTRY 



In completing TuFFL forms, candidates are asked to identify their 
"native language" by referring to a comprehensive list of languages 
provided in the TOEFL Handbook and selecting Che appropriate language (see 
Exhibit oA) .* More than 120" different languages are listed* As noted in 
Section 2, po s t s e c ond a ry-d e g r e e-pl anni ng candidates in the respective 
native country groups differ substantially in degree of homogeneity/ 
heterogeneity with respect to reported native languages, as reflected in 
two indices: 

o Dominant Language Index ( DLL ) — the percentage of all candidates 
reporting the most frequently reported language (a measure 
of linguistic homogeneity), 

o Index of Linguistic Fractional!*: -it ion ( ILF )— -an estimate of the 
probability that two candidates selected at random i u oil a giv^n 
native country contingent will not report the same language (a 
measure of 1 nguistic heterogeneity),** 

Table 6,1 shows the dominant (most prevalent) and second most 
frequently reported languages for candidate contingents from 23 leading 
countries i: * origin of degree-planning TOEFL candidates, and the associ- 
ated ILF* In the table, country contingents with the same dominant 
language are grouped; each country is identified by TOEFL region* The 
TOEFL score statistics shown for each country group are based on data for 
all degree planners, without regard to language or level of planned degree 
program, not just data for those reporting the designated languages* 
Several features of the data in Table 6,1 are noteworthy: 

o It is apparent that ILF values increase as the DLI values 
decrease* 

o For 16 of the 25 leading countries, 90 percent or more of all 
degree planners were members of the dominant language group; 
in 21 contingents 80 percent or more of the candidates reported 
the dominant language* 



*A1 though the list is comprehensive, it is not exhaustive, and provision 
Is made for candidates to indicate that their native language is not one 
oi those listed, 

**It is important to recognize that "native" is not explicitly defined in 
instructions given to TOEFL candidates* An individual's native language 
(e.g*, language of the parental family) is not necessarily the current 
primary language, and individuals may, for instance, report "native f * 
languages that are not indigenous to the reported native country, etc* 
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Exhibit 6 A 



List of Native Languages and Corresponding Codes, 



and Instruction^ to TOEFL Candidates' rron the 



TOEFL Handbook for Applicant s ? 197 9-80 



S Native Language Cods: Look lor your native language in Lift D on page 13 Then, en 
? our registration confirmation ticket, copy the code number thai ii nest is your native 
language Remember, there are many languages spoken in the world, not all of ihmm 
are included m List D The languages in the hst are arranged by geographic mtsm. M you 
du not find your language under one geogfaphic area, cheek the hsi carefully to see if 
I! is under another If your language is no! in the list at all, enter 000 m the Doses under 
Native Language Code " After you hsvs finished this section, your registration confirm 
motion iicfegi thoyis ho CQfnpla^ely and ptOpeHy filied out Kssp ysu? "^sKs! !f, - ^s^s 
place, ainca you must take It to the teat cantor on the day of the la aL 



LIST D: Native Languagy Codes 
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Three languages (Spanish, Arabic, and Chinese ) were dominant for 
three countries each; each of the remai ni ngr— 16 native country 
groups was characterized by a different doairmn t language. 

In several instances, "Unknown" Is listed g^s the second most 
prevalent language* This means that either the "language not 
listed" code or nonresponse to the language question accounted 
for a higher percentage of candidates than -ssany listed language 
code, other than that for the dominant language _ - * 



r v l-i i 



1 1 

est 

"j n s 



f may be seen in the table that , of the leading rr? 5 countries, those 
on the ILF (and lowest on the DL1) were from this Asian and African 
{ India, Ghana, Nigeria, Asia, Iran, and the Fhi^ZLippines) , 



Oata previously reported (see Section 2 5 Ta 
indicate that linguistic diversity is more 
candidates from African and Asian countries 
i l oni uLiiyr i u E e L regions 



bles 2*1 and 2.2) 
characteristic of 
than of candidates 



th 

r t: 
1 3 

al 



evaluating the percentages for "unknown" it must 
is designation appears in TOEFL files not only 
-Spondee to the language question by indicating 
^iguage was not included in the list provided C&m 

for candidates who simply failed to respond 
3ive language* 



he remembered that 
for candidates who 
that their native 
e Exhibit 3A) , but 
to the question on 



"ur 
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be 
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Some nominal rate of nonresponse to backg rmund questions is 
=>ected. However, for a number of countries (se^e Table 6.2), the 
rnknown" category accounted for 10 percent or more of the candidates or 
= more candidates than any designated language* Th ^ese do not seem to 
"nominal" rates of nonresponse. 

It may be determined from Table 6,2 that the great majority of 
— se candidate contingents were from countries in tEne African region* 
mme countries tend to rank high on an Index of Ethc^nic and Linguistic 
actionaliza tion in national populations (Taylor & £=iudson s 1972), and 
.- candidate groups are also high on the comparable Imdex of Linguistic 
ECtionaliEation based on candidate data. Thus, iErrr seems reasonable 
_C languages other than those listed may be Involved for perhaps a 
-; nit ica n t proportion of candidates in these particular countries™ 
■ * those identified as having the highest percent— ages of "unknown" 
Ave languages* 



candidates from 



*^Tte ILF measure based soiely on language for TOEfL 

dif ferent countries is relatively strongly associated™: across countries 
(r — .64) with a similar Index of Ethnic and Linguist.— ic Fractionaliza- 
tio-=zn based on patterns of ethno-linguistic mix in the populations of the 
respective countries (see Section 7, Table 7 8 4), 
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o Considering only the 25 leading countries of origin, median LL1 
and 1LF values were, r^s pectively , 96 percent snc .07 ; for all 
native country groups vi th 10 or more candidates, median values 
tor these two indices , re^spect ively , were .84 and 0.21, Thus the 
typical leading country contingent is more homogeneous linguis- 
tically than the typical ceountry contingent: generally, 

In evaluating the TOEFL sqot re means it is important Co keep in mind 
(a) that contingents from the re^aspective countries differ markedly with 
respect to composition on varia " bles that are related to perfoiTnance on 
TOEFL (e*g,, level of degree pl-anned, sex ratio, percent tested in the 
U.S.A. or Canada) ; (b) that Chi" re is considerable variability in means 
among country contingents with ^ the same dominant language; and (c) that 
TOEFL files contain no information about the amount, quality, or recency 
of KSL training and/or nonacadeffl^ic English language experience among the 
candidate contingents from th§ ^-respective countries, In light of these 
limitations, it is of interest to note patterns of differences between 
Listening Comprehension and Readying Comprehension means (see Section 3) • 

o Listening means are five. or more points higher than Reading means 
for candidates from lr#n^n, Israel, Saudi Arabia, Lebanon, and 
Jordan; however, Reading" ~ means are three or more points higher 
than Listening means f^r— candidates from India, Ghana, Nigeria, 
and Korea* 

o Such findings raise qut-s - tions , of course, regarding the relative 
ease of development* f.or~ given language groups regardless of 
country, of skills involv— ed in understanding spoken as opposed to 
written English passages. However, it is relevant to note that of 
the five country continge^mts with greatest Lis tening-over-Re ading 
superiority, three ( Iran s Saudi Arabia, and Lebanon) are charac- 
terized by a much higher t-Tlian average percentage of candidates who 
were residing in Che Unil^d States or Canada when they took TOEFL, 
while three of the four: with greatest Read ing^oveHLi s t m ning 
superiority (India, Ghana, and Nigeria) had below average percent- 
ages of such candidates (s^ee Section 2, Table 2.1), 

Clearly, differences in pt*r_. formance on TOEFL among contingents from 
different countries nay be due Co ^ several variables, including differences 
in "linguistic distance" between .""English and various languages and corre- 
sponding differences in inhergmt difficulty in learning the English 
language for members of different —non-English language groups.* 



*Of course, it is important to k^e ~ p in mind that differences In difficulty 
of learning the English language for various language groups cannot be 
inferred from observed difference s S in TOEFL scores. 



6 ( 



Dominan t Language D a ta_f or All j!Sj^£^£g ^^pjry Groups 

Table 6,2 presents da $ comparab^ i s to chose providec in Table 6,1 
for the leading 25 countries oforigini on dominant languages for native 
country contingents with 15 ofraore ^a=ig ree-seeking candidatas* Within 
each dominant language gr^ap ,^unt^ites are listed in descending order 
wirh respect to the DLI ( percent z reporting the most prevalent 

language) , 

o Spanish was the dotair^ iangu^^ge for candidate contingents from 
21 countries, 20 f^o^tiie Ameffc icas and one (Spain) from Europe; 
Arabic was dominant 0^17 coPcr t ingents , Arabic and French were 
dominant for 12. Arab^ om i n fl^tr^ contingents typically were more 
homogeneous lingui ^C^Cilly thaA the French^dominant contingents* 
Only two French-dotD4n^conting&snts were very high in linguistic 
homogeneity (DLt 1^ of ^7 and 96 for Haiti and France, 
respectively) wher^a^lnl^ of the 17 Arabic-dominant candidate 
groups 89 percent Of i^ote report^ a d Arabic as the native language, 

o English was the most £'^uently ^^^e ported native language of eight 
relatively small con t-i-r^s £ r o# countries in the TOEFL American, 
European, African, #r?d Pacific CLxegions (but was not the majority 
language in half of t^m^ i f ^trr. is recalled that the mean TOEFL 
total score for all cM ree pll 3 ^iners without regard to level was 
505, it is pertinent tonote £h-~-iat total means for most of these 
groups were well ab^V^^ 6 ^V#t^age. This tends to validate the 
self ^classif Icatioti b^i of c^t^rse, leaves unanswered questions 
regarding the backgc" ounc * s °^ ^native speakers of English who 
nonetheless take TOfc.Fl-. 

o Chinese was the do^ir^^ la^g^^ge for six Asian contingents, 
including the very 1 a> W cori t^trsigent s from Taiwan and Hong Kong 
and a large group f ^oc Sing^fczxD re* It is noteworthy that 19 
percent of candidates? fr0Dl St^g^gapore reported English as the 
native language and t^aETOEpL feins for this group were substan- 
tially higher Chan therefor o£h#i^=- Chinese-dominant groups as well 
as for TOEFL candidate generaUj\„ 

o Portuguese was dominant: fa five crz^zount ry groups , including a large 
Brazilian and a cQfi^&rabi^ Smaller Portuguese contingent* 

o Farsi was the domi Ungu <afft^^ for one very large contingent 

(Iran) and one small Co ntlngent £A^\f ghanis tan) . 

o Dutch and Getpian r ^ )ne mo§£ prevalent languages for three 
contingents eacHT""-^' 

o Each of three addit^a^ langua^^=s— Greek , Japanese, and Sanioan™ 
was dominant for a jativeiy l_XLarge contingent from one country 
and a small contingent from a Se^cezzmd* 
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ERIC 



:■ : TOEFL VAK^.BLES EOF. NATl v H COUNTRY CONi IN'.-" V '-TS ANO : '. = ! , -I 

INOicAI-R VARIABLES FOR NATIVE COUNTRIES ; PATTERNS Or 
VARIATION AND COVARIATION 

To EEL can J lenity c i ciss i I i ed by designated native country (or cuuntr) 
or origin), as indicated in preceding sections, differ markedly with 
respect to a number of academic, demographic, and testings related 
variables, as well as in performance on TOEFL. Examination and analysis 
or trends across country groups with respect to these variables has been 
focused primarily on data for the 25 leading countries of origin; and in 
trust instances findings for various native country contingents (e.g., with 
L't-sptrct to sex composition or performance on TUEFL, have been cor: pa red 
with findings for all degree-planning candidates (Lu., all individuals 
w i t h o u t regard to c o u n t ry ) - 

This «ovt itMi fofupHS primarily on the native country as the unit oi 
analysis and presents (a) measures of central tendency and variability of 
summary statistics on TOEFL candidate variables for 129 native country 
contingents; ^b) correlational results bast, a on summary data for these 
contingents that point up patterns of covariation between mean TOEFL 
scores and the other TOEFL candidate variables across countries; and 
(c) correlational results that •• ho- i - 1 terns of covariation between 
the relative standing of countries of the world o a selected social 
and economic indicator variables and the r^lativ^ standing of TOEFL 
candidate contingents from these countries on the TOEFL variables under 
consideration* 



TOEFL Candidate Variables 

For each native country contingent of TOEFL candidates during the 
period from September 1977 through August 1979, summary statistics on 
TOEFL variables outlined below were available for analysis** 

o Percentage of ail test takers indicating that they planned to 
study toward an undergraduate or graduate degree in a college 
or university in the United States or Canada 

o Percent male 

o Percenr tested in the U.S.A. or Canada (domestic center) vs# 
percent cested elsewhere (foreign center) 

o Percent designating institutional recipients for their score 
reports 



^Except for the first-listed variable, the base for all 
was the degree-planning population, not all examinees* 



summary 



statistics 



higher education Ins t i ^ut i ons only 

higher education inscUuiions and non~U - S * higher 
luiuuatiun institutions , or agencies/embassies concerned 
with international students regardless of location 
insti tuti o na 1 patterns a b o v e 



^rcent not designating any institutionai recipients (score 
reports cransmltted only to the candidates) 

u Percent who were repeating candidates (i,e s , who reportec having 
taken TOEFL previously one or more times) 

Mean ace at time of most recent testing 

ii Homocene I t y/he t erogenei ty with respect to native language 

D o m i n a n t Language Index (the language r e po r t e d by the 
greatest number of candidates, in percent) 

Index of Linguistic F rac t i onal iza t ion (an estimate of the 
probability that two candidates from the same native country 
will not report the same native language, highly inversely 
related to the DLI) 

o Mean scores on TOEFL: Listening Comprehension, Structure and 
Written Expression, Reading Comprehension* and total 

Table 7 . I shows the mean and the median of distributions data for 
129 country groups (e*g*, mean percent male, mean percent planning post- 
secondary study as a percentage of all examinees), the standard deviation 
of the distributions, and observed minimum and maximum values* Similar 
summary data for mean TOEFL scores are provided in Table 7*2* 

In both tables, summary data are shown for ail degree planners , and 
tcr undergraduate and graduate planners. For comparative purposes, a 
summary statistic based on data for ail degree planners without regard to 
country (the "all individuals" column) is provided. Thus, for example, it 
may be determined from Table 7*1 that some 83 percent of all TOEFL test 
takers indicated plans for pos t secondary study in the United States or 
Canada rather than some other reason for taking TOEFL* The mean for 129 
countries was 82*5, the median 85*8, and the standard deviation of the 
percent statistic 12,9; the minimum percent of degree planners for a 
country wan 27, and the maximum was 98* 

For most variables, the **all individuals" values and the mean values 
oi the respective country statistics are quite similar* However, it 
1 h evident that there are relatively large discrepancies in these two 
values for certain TOEFL variables, namely, percent designating U*C* 
higher education institutions only, percent designating no institutions or 
agencies to receive score reports, and percent taking TOEFL previously* 
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yrr\A<"rVS OF CF/HTSAL TENDENCY ANT) VARIABILITY OF TOEFL SCORE MEAN'S FOB 
CANMPATF.5 . BY I.J"\Tl 
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*Fg>r all n'jisurv ^t.if i^t 1 c s , Involving native emir, try data, K - 129, 

M M^ns and fttanJarj devi tit UtUi art* for Llie 19 7 7- 79 TOEFL population of grc c -p Inning 
candidates, However, the ffiin-aa* values are taken from data reported in the TOEFL 
Manual (19R13 for mil TOEF1. takers during 197S=S0 S without regard to reason for taking 
TVKFL. For individual data, for all planners, N - 2 35,738; for undergraduate planners, 
H - 119.592: for graduate planners t N - 116,146* 



\ x -lv, i o r example, i h a c fully 5u percent of all degree planners 
uld not designate institutional score report recipients but the 
z\ %i a ti percentage for 129 countries was only 38.7; on the other 
h.iiui, whereas 3d percent of all candidates designated U.S. higher 
education institutions only, the mean percentage for the 129 
country groups was almost 5 U . * 

v 'Ihese discrepancies reflect an especially high (or low) incidence 
ui the behaviors under consideration in large candidate popiua s 
Lions from a relatively small number of countries, primarily 
countries from the TOEFL Asian and Mideastern regions (see Section 
2, Tables 2,1 and 2.2, for detail), 

A similar pattern of discrepancy between mean values based on data 
rur all Individuals and the mean for candidate populations by native 

,- * r \- bo h • 1 ; .* : : in Table 7,2, 

o The higher mean values for country means than for Individual 
score data reflect a relatively high concentration of lower- 
scoring individuals in a relatively small number of native 
country groups with very large candidate populations. 

It is noteworthy that the variability among TOEFL means of t he- 
native country groups is quite substantial as compared to that 
among individuals. For example, the total score standard devia- 
tion for the country means '42*8) is almost 60 percent as large as 
chat for all individuals (73). 



Correlational Data for TOEFL Variables 

The correlational data in Table 7*3 indicate the degree and direction 
of covariation between summary statistics (i.e. , percentages or means) 
for 129 native country groups on selected demographic or testing-related 
variables, and the TOEFL total score means for the groups. Separate 
analyses were made based on country statistics for undergraduate and 
graduate degree planners, respectively, These correlational findings are 
consistent with those presented in previous sections, based on data for 
all candidates without regard to country* 

o Country contingents characterized by high percentages of repeating 
candidates < relative to the average for all native country groups) 
tended to nave relatively low TOEFL scores, as did groups with 



*In the distribution of 129 country means, all mean values have equal 
weight regardless of the size of the country contingent. In calculating 
means for individual examinees, the size of the country contingent 
clearly influences the mean* 
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TABLE 7 . 3 

COVARIATION OVER COUNTRIES OF CHARACTKRISTICES OF CONTINGENTS OF 
DEiJP.SE PLANNING CAND I DATES WITH TOEFL SCORE KEATif OF THE CANDI - 
PATES, BY I.EVKT. OF PI ANN FT) nEHREE : 1377=7R 197S-79 



Correlation with aean TOEFL 
Candidate c Jwt : ar C cr 1 st ie Plan* Total of candidates with 



(c'iiintr y s u irjr«3 r y -it is tic) 


group 




Grad . 


All 






plant 




degree pUnr. 




C^.s- ) 


40 


3S 


60 


(U percent) 


(grad) 


48 


59 






(total) 


49 


51 


52 


Nw d ■-■ -3 I *' n "1 1 1- d i n ^ £ i £ u t i o n 


< u > g - ) 




_2 Q 


= 36 


(in percent ) 


(grad) 






-6. ; 




(total) 


= 34 


-51 


-55 


Took TOEFL before 


(u.g.) 


-bO 


= 60 


= 62 


fir. percent ^ 


(eradl 


-58 








(total) 


= 63 


-63 


= 64 


Finales as percent o£ 


(u.g.) 


50 


33 


45 




(grad) 


27 


07 


20 




(total) 


46 


27 


40 


Foreign test center 


(u.g.) 


21 


30 


26 


(in percent) 


(grad) 


19 


21 


23 




(total) 


22 


30 


26 


Mean age 


(u.g,) 


-OS 


12 


01 




(grad) 


13 


21 


15 




(total) 


05 


18 


11 


Poialnant language 


(u.g.) 


-13 


-26 


-18 


(in percent) 


(grad) 




-18 


-11 




(total) 


-09 


-20 


-13 




(u,|.) 


( 10)* 


( 06) 


( 04) 




(grad) 


( 16) 


( 01) 


( 10) 




(total) 


( 13) 


( 01) 


( 09) 



Note: Correlation coefficients, without decimals, are bastd on summary statistics 

for 129 countries. For ejtaftpiei the percent of undergraduate-degree planners 
who designated a UiS, institution to receive a TOEFL score report correlated 
to the extent of ,40 with the mean TOEFL Total scores of undergraduate= 
degree planners, ,38 with the means of graduate-degree planners, and ,40 
with the eountry^aeans of all degree=planners combined, 

*Coef f icients in parentheses are for the TOEFL Listening subtest means and the 
don?i/iaat language percent, 



did not de^i^nate institutional recipients for their TOEFL ^cort 
rupurts . Data not shown in the table indicate a very subs tans: ia .1 
noh i t 1 vc correlation (r - .72) between perce; L repeating a 
percent not submitting institutional score reports across country 

- *-* i~' " 4 

o Country contingents with high percentages of females cendcu 
L a h a v e h i gher TOEFL means, especially so w h e n a a t a f o r 
undergraduate— pi anners are considered. 

o Country contingents with higher than average percentages oi 
candidates tested in xoreign centers (outside the United States or 
Canada) also tended to have higher mean TOEFL scores t but the 
relationship was not as strong as that for the other demographic 
and t en t i nu^related variables* 

o Except for a ve ry smal 1 nega t i ve c oe f £ i c i en t be t we e n wo a n age ana 
mean TOEFL score tor undergraduate planners , these two variables 
tended to be positively, albeit only slightly, related across 
count ries, 

o Degree of linguistic homogeneity as reflected In the dominant 
language percent was slightly negatively related to mean TuEFL 
total scores across the 129 native country groups - Analyses not 
shown in the table indicate that this pattern held for Reading 
Comprehension and Written Expression, but not for Listening, 
for which ail coefficients were positive (though smaller in 
absolute value)* 



Relating Candidate Characteristics and Country Characteristics 

To this point, all analyses reported have focused exclusively on 
data descriptive of TOEFL candidates who designated particular native 
countries. Data descriptive of the native countries themselves have 
not been taken into account* The contingents of TOEFL candidates from 
the various countries clearly differ markedly in average performance on 
TOEFL, sex composition, location of test center, percent of repeating, 
score reporting vs. nonrepor ting , mean age, and degree of linguistic 
homogene i ty/ he t e rogenei ty . The findings just presented indicate that 
differences among the candidate* groups in average performance on TOEFL 
are systematically related to differences in score reporting patterns , 
incidence of repeaters, location of test center, and sex (but not mean age 
or degree of linguistic homogeneity). 

The correlation coefficients reported in Table 7*4 reflect the 
relationship of data descriptive of the selected characteristics of the 
contingents of TOEFL candidates to indices of the relative standing of 
their respective countries of origin on a "developed" vs* "developing" 
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